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REMARKS 

The Office Action mailed October 28, 2004 has been received and carefully noted. The 
following remarks are submitted as a lull and complete response Thereto. 

A 'Tetition for Kxtension of Time" for extending the due date for responding to the 
Office Action by two months and a *Tee Transmittar for excess independent claim fee are filed 
with this Amendment, along with a credit card payment fomi to cover the fee payment {$650.00} 
for the extension and excess claim. Authorization is granted to charge counscPs Deposit 
Account No, 01-2300, rcfercneiug Attorney Docket No. 108075-00051, for any additional fees 
necessary for entry of this Amendn\cnt. 

As a prcliminaiy matter. Applicant appreciates the indication that claim % objected to as 
being dependent upon a rejeeied base claim, would be allowable if rewritten in independent fonn 
lo inckide all oflhc limitations of the base claim and any inlerveiiiiig claims. Applicant, 
iiowever, respectfully submits thai all of the presently pending; claims recite allowable subject 
matter and therefore placing claim 9 into independent form is believed to be unnecessary. 

Independent claim 1 has been amended, dependent claim 15 has been added and 
independent claim 16 has been added. Applicant submits that the amendments made herein are 
fully supported in the Specification and the drawings, as originally filed, and therefore no new 
matter has been introduced. Accordingly, claims 1-16 are pending in the present application and 
iu-e respectfully submitted for reconsideration. 

Claims 1-4 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by the Adams et 
al. patent (U.S. Patent No. 5,436,61 7). Independent claim 1 has been amended and dependent 
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claim 15 has been added. Dependent claims 2-4 and 1 5 depend from indcpcadcal claim I . The 
rejections arc respcctrully traversed a4id reconsideration is requested. 

In addition, independent claims 5, \ 0 and 14 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over the Adams ei al. patent. Dependent claims 6-8 and 11-13 depend from 
independent claims 5 and 10, respeciively. As acknowledged by the Kxamincr, the Adams ct aK 
patent docs not disclose "'disconnecting the second node from tiie second port when the data is 
not addressed to the second node". The Exaniiner proceeded to rely on the Adams ct al. patent 
as disclosing ''disconnecting a port when it is not connected to the node that is being addressed*', 
and therefore it would have been obvious ''to include disconnecting the node from the port whcjv 
the data is not addressed to the node, the motivation being that the port connects the node to the 
network; disconnecting the port prevents the node from accessing the network," 'fhe rejections 
arc respectfully traversed and reconsideration is requested. 

hidcpendent claim 1, as amended, recites a method for controlling data transmission in a 
network system configured by a plurality of Jiodcs including a first node, a second node, and a 
third node, wherein the first node has a plurality of ports including a first port connecletl to the 
second node and a second port connected to the third node, and the first node enables data 
received by Uic first port from the second node to be transmitted Irom the second port to the third 
node, and wherein each node has address information, the received data including the address 
inJbrmalion of the node to which the received data is addressed, tlic method comprising the steps 
of comparing the address information indicating the first node with the address information 
included in tlie received data; and temporarily disconnecting the third node from the first node 
when the received data is not addressed to the third node. 
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Wilh regard to the Section 103 rejcciions, independent claim 5 recites a data iransimission 
controller comprising a plurality of ports including a llrst port connected to a first node and a 
second port connected to a second node; a network information memory for storing node 
information of the first mi] second nodes; a packet deiciTnincr connected to the first and second 
ports and the network information memory for determining with the node information an 
addressee of data received by the first port from the first node; and an interface control circtiit 
connected to the packet dctcnniner to lemporarily disconnect the second node from the second 
port when the data is not addressed to the second node. 

Independent claim 10 recites a data transmission controller incoiporatcd in a first node 
for enabling data received by a first port from a second node to be transmitted by a second port 
to a third node, wherein the data includes packet information containing a data origination 
addrcvss and a data destination address, the data transmission controller comprising a first 
interface connected to the first port; a second interface connected to the second porl; a network 
iiifonnation men'iory for storing first address information of the first node, second address 
ijiformation of the second node, aiid third address information of the third node; a packet 
determiner connected to the first and second interfaces for comparing the data destination 
address with the second and third address information to detenninc an addressee of the received 
data: and an interface control circuit connected to the first and second interfaces, (he packet 
dctcmiincr, and the network information memory for controlling the first and second interfaces, 
wherein the interface control circuit processes the data when the data is addressed to tlie first 
node, transmits the data to the third node from the second port when the data is addressed to the 
third node, and controls the second interface when the data is not addressed to the third node to 
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idle the second poil and disconnccl ihc second port from the third node lo slop daUi transmission 
by die second port lo llic third node. 

hidcpcndent claim U rcciles a method for coniroUing data transmission in a network 
system configured by a plurality of nodes including a first node, a second node, and a third node, 
wherein the first node has a plurality of ports including a first port connected lo the second node 
and a second port connected lo the third node, and Ihc first node enables data received by (he 
first port from the second node to be transmitted by the second port to the third node, and 
wherein each node has address information, the received data including the address information 
of the node to which the received data is addressed, the mcihod comprising comparing the 
address information of the tlrst node with the address information inckidcd in the received data; 
temporarily tlisconnecting (he third node from the second port when the received data is not 
addressed to the third node lo divide the network system into a first sub-network system 
including the third node and a second sub-network system including the first and second nodes; 
and permitting data transmission within the first sub-network system^ 

It is submitted that the Adams ei a! patent docs not disclose or suggest the melliod for 
controlling data transmission in a network system as recited in independent clalni 1 within the 
meaning of Section 102 or ihe data transmission conti'ollers as recited in independent claims 5 
and 10 and the method for controlling data transmission in a network system as recited in 
independent claim 14 with the meaning of Section 103. Specifically, the Adams et al. patent 
merely discloses a multiport repeater that reads a destination address included in an in-coming 
data frame received al one port and distributes (transmits) data included in the in-coming data 
ft-amc 10 other pori(s) according to the destination address. Unlike the claimed invention, the 
multiport repeater of the Adams et a l . patent does no t co mpare the destination address with the 
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mukiport re peat er's address to doienrtin c whether the daia included in (he in-cominti data IVam c 
add ressed (o the multiport rep eater. Farther, in the claimed invention, a first node executes a 
processing (network disconnection) when the first ntnle receives data addressed lo the firvSt node. 
\n contrast lo the claimed invention, the multiport repeater of the Adains ct al. patent docs not 
acquire data received al one port to execute a processing on the received data. Therefore, the 
multipo fl rcDeat:cr oFthe Adams ct a l pate n t does not execu te a p rocessinu according t o the 
destiruUionM drcss. Accordingly, Applicant submits that the Adarns ct a), patent does not 
disclose or suggest the methods for controlling data transmission and the data transmission 
controllers, as claimed. Nor particularly with respect to the Section 103 rejections is there 
motivation, as suggested by the Examiner, to modify the Adams ct al. patent that would suggest 
or disclose the invention as claimed independent claims 5, iO and 14. 

Based upon the forgoing. Applicant respectfully submits that each and every clement of 
independent claim 1 is neither disclosed nor suggested by the Admns et al. patent, ;ind therefore 
claim 1 is patentable and in condition for allowance. Since the Adams et al. patent fails to 
disclose or suggest comparing the destination address with the multiport repeater's address to 
delemiine whether the data included in the in-coming data frame is addressed to the multiport 
repeater and executing a processing according to the destination address. Applicant furtlier 
submits that the features of each of independent claims 5, 10 and 14 would not have been 
obvious at the time the present invention was made nor such motivation as suggested by the 
Examiner and thus the claims arc also patentable and in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration is requested. 

It is further submitted that the dependent claims are also patentable and in condition for 
allowance due to their dependency upon their parent claims, since the dependent claims differ in 
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scope from the parent claims. Dcpendeni claims 2-4 and 1 5 depend from independent claim 1, 
dependent clnims 6-8 depend from independent claim 5 and dependent claims 11-13 depend 
from independent claim 10, and thus are further limited to additional features ofthc invention, 
rhereforc, it is respectfully submitted that the dependent claims are patentable over the Adams ct 
al. patent for at least the reasons set forth above with respect to the independent claims. 
Reconsideration is requested. 

New independent claim 1 6 recites a method for controlling data transmission in a 
network system configured by a plurality of nodes incUiding a first node, a second node, and a 
third node, wherein the first node has a plurality of ports including a first pot1 cotmecteti to the 
second node and a second poit connected to the third node, and the first node enables data 
received by tl)e first port from the second node to be transmitted from the second port to the tliird 
node, and wherein each node has address information, the received data including the address 
information of the node to which the received data is addressed, the method comprising the steps 
of comparing the address infonnation of the first node with the address information included in 
the received data: and tctiiporarily disconnecting the third node from the fii*st node when the 
received data is addressed to the first node. 

With reference to the above iu-guments concerning the independent claims. Applicant 
submits that the Adams ct al. patent also docs not disclose or suggest each and every clement of 
independent claim 16. Specifically, the Adams et al. patent fails to disclose or suggest u method 
for controlling data transmission comprising, in part, comparing the address inform ation ofthe 
first node with the address information included in the received data : and temporarily 
disconnectin^ the third node from the first node when the received data is addressed to the first 
node, as claimed, fherefore, entry of new independent claim 16 is respectfully requested. 
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Iffor imy reason the Examiner detemiines thai the application is not now in condition for 
-allowiincc, it is rcspcclfuHy rcqxacstcd that the Examiner contact the Applicant's undersigned 
counsel at the telephone number, indicated below, lo arrange for an interview to expedite the 
disposition of this application. 

Dated: March 28, 2005 Respectfully submitted. 




Marylcc Je^ins 
Registration No. 37»645 
Attorney for Applicant 



Customer No. 004372 
ARENT FOX, PLLC 
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New York, New York 1 001 9 
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